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“ CHURCH RELATIONS IN ENGLAND” 
The substance of a Paper read to the Council bv the 
Reverend G. B. Bentley 

I nove that I may take it that everyone has read this Report 
and is aware of what it sets out to do: to show the kind of pro- 


cedure which would be necessary if a Free Church were to adopt 


the Archbishop's Cambridge suggestion of taking episcopacy into 
its own system, with a view to intercommunion with the Church 
of England. Some members of the Conference declared them- 
selves unable to recommend the procedure outlined ; but all seem 
to have agreed that no other procedure was worth considering 
at all. 
~ In order to indicate at the start the direction in which what 

I am going to say will lead, let me state my thesis straight away. 
In my opinion the suggestion which the Archbishop made was.a _ 
good one— far superior to aay pr yposals of a South India kind? 
But-—and it is a very big “ but "’ indeed—the manner of putting 
it into practice that the writers of the Report think is the only 
possible one seems to me to be quite unacceptable. Roughly 


= 


speaking, if we went ahead on the lines laid down in the Report, 
the result would be to create, here in England, something very 
like the Church of South India, with all the agonizing problems 


that would present. We should not be inside it ; but we should — 


be more or less in the position of what now remains of the Church 
of India, Burma, and Ceylon, faced with vexing and perhaps un- 
answ erable le questions concerning our relations with the new body. 


THE CHURCH AND THE CHURCHES 


The Report starts on the wrong foot and proceeds to bedevil 
the ecclesiastical situation unnecessarily.._It says quite truly, 
on p. 20, “that the modern use of the words * Church’ and 
‘Churches ’ to mean the different denominations or Communions 
into which Christendom is now divided corresponds to nothing in 
the Bible ’’. No one would deny that. But then it goes on to 
infer that no body which can be called *‘ Church ’’ in the New 
Testament sense now exists. On p, 23, for instance, it is said that 

‘* Because there is division within the Body.of Christ on earth it 
is impossible for separated communions or for any one of them to 


manifest the fullness of the life of the Body ’’. Each Communion - 


embodies and mediates only @ measure of the truth. 

Now I want to suggest that these éxtremely misleading, and 
unwarranted, conclusions are made inevitable only because the 
Report insists on taking denominations”’ or communions”’ as 


the units with which reunion has to deal. Instead, having seen 


that a “ denomination ’’ does not correspond to the New Testa- 
ment idea of “ Church’’, it should have asked-the question : 


* Is there anything in the modern world that does correspond?” 


And the answer to that question is surely this: that what we 


Call a diocese’’—a local church consisting of bishop, 


presbyters, deacons, and laity, and performing the various acts 
__of the Church “ under”’ the bishop (as Ignatius puts it)—does 
"correspond very closely indeed to the New Testament conception 
of a local church. Moreover, a diocese is historically the deve- 
loped descendant of such a local church. 

The Report tries to avoid this conclusion by saying (p. 20) : 


* We have to face the fact that neither in Christendon as a whole, | 


nor in most of our towns and villages, is there any body which 
corresponds to the New Testament idea of the Church as the 


fellowship in which all the Christians of the place are united in their 


Christian life and worship.”” (Our italics.) But that sentence is 
falsified by its last clause. The essence of a New Testament 
church did not consist in its comprehension of all who in its 


locality claimed the name of Christian. Usually all such were 


included. But, without going into the precise meaning of the 
“ parties " mentioned in I Corinthians, I would venture to say 
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that the possibility of Christians organizing themselves apart 
from the Church of the place was not entirely unimaginable even 
in New Testament times. And if that had happened, it would 
not have meant that there was no longer any body which corre- 
sponded to the true New Testament idea of a local church. For 
the essence of that idea is not comprehension, but creation by the 
Word of God through the apostolic mission. Consequently you 
cannot prove that, aay. the Church and Diocese of Lincoln is not 
a Church in the New Testament sense merely by pointing to the 


‘fact that there are persons within the area of its jurisdiction who 


call themselves Christians yet do not belong to its fellowship. 

_I am convinced that it is the existence of dioceses that gives 
us firm ground under our feet—dioceses, not in the sense of areas 
of jurisdiction, but in the sense of organic local churches. If al! 


- the Christians, all the ecclesiastical organizations in the world, 


were to be wiped out, except one genuine diocese, one genuine 
local church with its bishop, presbyters, deacons, and laity, the 
Catholic Church would still exist—and exist in its fullness, for 
the local church has in it all the essentials of the Church's life. 
God has, in His Providence, so designed His Church that it con- 
sists of living cells, each capable of being, if need arise, complete 
in itself ; and the cell is the local church. 


SCHISM WITHIN THE CHURCH 


This fundamental truth is apt to be obscured by an ambiguity 
in the usage of the word “ catholic’’. Sometimes the phrase 
* the Catholic Church.”’ is used to mean ** the whole congregation 
of Christian people dispersed throughout the whole world ’’-~~ 
that is, “ catholic has the sense of universal’’. But catho- 
lic "’ also means ** whole "’, possessing the integrity of the Church : 
and in that sense a single diocese can be fully and completelv 

catholic. For the universal Church is not an undifferentiated : 
association of Christian péople, with bishops, presbyters, and dea- 
cons sprinkled here and there among them ; it consists, as I have 
said, of distinguishable cells, in each of which all the orders of 
the Church are ccemeteted = -and the cell is the diocese. There 
are other organizational groupings, of course: provinces, the 
papacy itself in its organizational aspect ; but these, however 
venerable and convenient, are not of the Church's irreducilbe 
essence. 

Now if that is sd, I think we may agree with the Report (p. 23) 
that there exists schism within the Church, but not quite in the 
sense which the Report gives to the assertion. There is schism 
within the Church * wnztversal’’ in the sense that there are groups 


of dioceses (each of which is the Catholic Church in mimiature) 


which are not in communion with other groups. Lut we cannot, 
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I think, follow the Report in applying this notion to the schism 

between the group of dioceses which we call the Church of England 
“and such groupings as the Methodist Chureh and the Congrega- 

tional Union: for the latter are not groupings of dioceses at all. 


| KEY TO THE UNDERSTANDING OF REUNION 
I hope I have not laboured the significance of the diocese to 
the Saleait of becoming tedious. I have given much time to it 
because it seems to me to be the key, or at any rate one key, to 
the understanding of reunion. So long as we take “ the Church of 
Engfand ’’, on the one hand, and “the Congregational Union ”’ 
(say) on the other, as constituting the pieces of the puzzle that 
have somehow to be fitted together in order to realize the picture 
of the Catholic Church, we shall never make any progress. No, 
the essential pieces.are dioceses, ngt denominations 
nominations’ do not intercommunicate ; dioceses do: but 
dioceses cannot enter into communion with groupings which are 
2 not dioceses. ° Therefore the problem is : Can the Congregational 
Union be transformed into a group of dioceses with which they 
Anglican dioceses can begin to think about entering into com- '' 
munion? We are not, think, called upon to-define precisely 
what-the Congregational Union now is, still less to deny the use * | 
that God has made ofit. What is clear is that it does not consist 
of local churches as we understand them ; and until it does, the 
question of intercommunion surely ought not to be raised. 
It is because the Archbishop’s suggestion seemed to offer a 
method of effecting. the transformation needed that I regard it as 
a good one. If the dissenting groupings were to take episcopacy 
into their systems, it would become possible. for them to develop 
into recognizable local churches. True, as the Report allows, 
there would still be the difficulty of overlapping ‘jurisdictions 
(pp. 25 f.); but, as the Report also points out, there are pre- 
cedents for this; and in any case we have grown used to the 
anomaly presented by Roman dioceses overlapping our own. 
Of course, before Anglican bishops could consent to confer 
orders upon dissenters, they would have to satisfy, themselves 
about the faith and intentions of.the communions concerned. 
You cannot just cast episcopacy upon the waters, to see whether’ 
it will sink or swim. If the Church of E ngland gave orders to 
Free Churches, it would be giving the new bishops authority to 
create dioceses out of the existing organization, and should have 
some assurance that they would apply themselves to the task. 
The present Report leaves such que stions to be discussed between 


the parties. : 


(Fe be concluded) 
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A CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTION 


Tue following constructive proposal and comment on the 
article, ** Truth and Charity,” printed in Fath and Unity, No. 52, 
September, 1950, p. 187, has been received from a correspondent 
in the United States of America. We feel very doubtful whether, 
in England at any rate, his suggestion of large scale meetings with 
a band would be acceptable or practicable—and in any case, . 
would it not somewhat shatter the atmosphere of silence ? 
(though it might be needed in order to keep voices together in 
the open air)—and the choice of-hymns, even in small meetings, 
which seem to us to be much to be preferred, might well be 
limited to translations of ancient hymns—Ed. 


The report in Faith and Unity on Canon Demant’s sermon does 
indeed point to a new approach. It has been a comfort to remem- 
ber that the Lambeth Appeal of Ig20 expressed repentance on 
our part for sins which have led to disunity. I think we are the 
only large body of Christians who have expressed repentance in 
such a manner. Canon Demant's sermon to my mind suggests 
a form of self-examination for bodies of Christians. If each says, 
* Ours is the true Church,’ or at least, ““Ours is the truest 
Church,’ then each should go on to add, ‘potentially, in essence 
—but what, in actual fact, do we lack ? in Oneness ? in Holiness ? 
in Catholicity ? in Evangelism ? in Apostolicity ? In’ what ways 
are we responsible for the divisions among Christians? Let us 
look at our history. How did we treat,or acquiesce in the State 
treating, certain groups of Christians? In what way have we 
néglected certain groups or classes?” 


WORSHIP 


_ Where can perfect Unity be found? Only in God the Three in 
One. How can we enjoy and share in this Unity? Only by 
worship. The Ecumenical Movement has taken special interest 
in Faith and Order, Life and Work, but the missing note is Wor- 
ship. Let each group of Christians make its worship more God- 
centred, real, objective, and constant. Let each group ask, * In 
what is our practice of worship lacking? What are our weak 
points ? Where have we ceased to be true even to our own tradi- 
tion? Why do we fail to become one with God in Christ, and one 
with each other, in our worship ? ”’ 

_ We do not need united services of worship representing no 
particular tradition—** The Methodist minister may read a lesson, 


but only the Anglican can pronounce the benediction. The 
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_~ Roman priest will not even so much as be present.” That only 
leads to confusion and irritation. | 


THE WoRSHIP OF SILENCE 


The one type of worship which might be possible is the worship 
of silence. Christian people of various groups might meet in a 
large church, hall or park. There should be no one in the seats 
of the mighty: let all be on a level: God knows which are His 
ministers, and which His laity. Let the organ or a band play the~ 
tune of a hymn common to all or. most of those groups present : 
the hymn could be printed on a sheet, or the number be put up on 
a board. Let it be sung. It might be a hymn to the Holy Spirit. 
Then let all keep silence, standing, sitting or kneeling for ten 
minutes while all adore God. Then jet the tune of the next hymn 


be played: it might be * Holy, Holy, Holy”’ or “ Bright the _... 


vision’. Let it be sung. Then there could be another period of 
silence, perhaps five minutes, during which all would pray for 
unity, peace, and concord, visible and invisible. A layman with 
a good voice could start the Our Father: all could joinin. Then 
the tune of the last hymn pe be played. It might be “ All 


people that on earth do dwell” or ** Now thank we all our God ”’ 
After singing it the people nets deoeit. greeting one another if 
they wished. 


If a series of such silent meetings were held, various buildings 
could be used. The Roman Catholics might be willing that a 
building of theirs be included, if translations of ancient hymns only 
-were used on that occasion. -We have hymns Which go back 
‘behind our divisions. 

A CORRESPONDENT. 


ARTICLES ON THE REPORT 


THE editor regrets that unforeseen circumstances prevent the 
Rev. Mascall from w riting the articles on the Report, 

* Church, Relations in England,”’ which he had undertaken to 
provide for us. However, we are able to print this month the 
first part of a paper by the Rev. G. B. Be ntley, which will be 
concluded next month. We have also already received an 
American comment on the Report, and-other articles are being 
arranged, 


. ¥r. Chadd’s next article in the series “~The Approach’ to 


Reunion "’ is on the Priesthood and will be printed next month. 
Copies of Dr. Haselmayer’s * Priesthood and Reunion’ are 
still available, price sevenpence each, including postage. 
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TWO PAMPHLETS 


INTERCOMMUNION 
WITH the issue of the Report, ‘“‘ Church Relations in England,”’ 


there should be a demand for competent literature dealing with | 


reunion questions, which is short-endugh to be read by perplexed 
enquirers and stimulating enough to promote a desire for_further 
study. Such is the pamphlet /ntercommunion (S. P.C.K.; 6d.), 
described as ** An Open Letter to Young Anglicans,’ by an anony- 


‘mous author, which should prove helpful in both these directions, 


and can be recommended for the tract case and to be put into 
the hands of those seeking further guidance on matters affecting 
reunion. 

The author states that “it is a vocatton to be an Anglican ”’, 
and on this high spiritual level the essay is written. There is 
wisdom in the. fact that he deals constructively with only one 
aspect of this complex problem, and proceeds on lines of sound 
Anglican theology to show why we should make our Communion 
only at Anglican altars, and why united-Communion Services are, 
under present conditions, untimely. A bibliography is appended 
for those who wish to study the subject in greater detail. 


THE WorRLD COUNCIL OF CHURCHES 


A useful 12-page pamphlet under the title of Zhe Church, the 
Churches, and the World Council of Churches, with the sub-title of 
“ The Ecclesiological Significance of the World Council of 
Churches "’, has been published by the British Council of Churches 
at the price of sixpence. “* This statement,’ it is-said, “‘ was 
received by the Central Committee of the World Council of 
Churches at its meeting in Toronto in July, 1950, and commended 
for study and comment in the Churches.”’ 

The pamphlet begins by quoting the resolution on ** the authori- 
ty of the Council ’’ adopted at the first Assembly at Amsterdam, 
in the course of which it is stated that “ the Council desires to 


serve the Churches... but .. . is far from desiring to usurp any 


of (their) functions, . . . or to control them, or to legislate for them, 
and indeed is prev ented by its constitution from doing so... . 
The Council disavows any thought of becoming a single unified 


church structure . . . or a structure dominated by a centralized 
administrative authority.”’ -But further questions have arisen, 


which this pamphlet sets out to answer. 
It begins by making clear in five quite definite sentences what 


the World Council of Churches is nof: it ‘‘ is not and must never ~ 


become a Super-Church.”” Neither does it “ negotiate unions 
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between Churches nor prejudge the ecclesiological problem 
Then, in another eight sentences, “the assumptions underlying 
the World Council of Churches "’ are set forth, and in a concluding 
chapter the belief is expressed that ~ no Church need fear that by 
‘entering into the World Council it is in danger of denying its 
heritage '’, for in no case can or will any Church be pressed to 
take a decision against its own conviction or desire. The Churches 
‘remain Wholly free in the action which, on the basis of their con- 
victions and in the ight of thei ir ecume nic al contacts, they will 
or will not take "’ as 

Each of the boldly printed summary sentences of negation and 
affirmation mentioned above is followed by an explanatory para- 
graph, and we recommend the study Of the pamphlet especially 
to those who are of doubtful mind as to whether or no the World 
Council of Churches is an organization to which they can con- 


scientiously give their support. 
A. G. B. 


WISE WORDS 


THERE are men who see Bishop's Consecration one of 
those graceful but meaningless proprietics, whereby high office 
in the Church as in the State is-supposed to be recommended to 
the imagination and respect of the multitude. There are others 
who indeed see in it a religious act, but only an act of that 
eharacter which is inseparable from the self-dedication of any 


human soul to the highest service of the Truth. ... For us, loyal 
children of the Church of lenglend, a Bishop’ s Consecration 


is the active assertion of an essentk al principle of organic Life in 
the Church of Jesus; it is an act, which at a period when the 
Canon of the New Testament was yet unformed, and for fifteen 
centuries continuously, was believed ‘by Christendom to be 
absolutely indispensable to the transmission of Grace and Truth 
in their ‘entirety, from the Redeemer’s Person to the souls of 
men.” — H. ‘P. Liddon: Clerical Life ands Work, p. 285. 


Communications for the Editor and Annual Subscriptions to 
Faith and Unity, which may commence at any time (minimum 
subscription, post free, four shillings a year), should be sent to the 
Secretary, Perth Road, Beckenham,-hent, England, 
Receipts for amounts under ten shillings will be enclosed with the 
next issue after the subscription has been received. 
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